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The Examiner has rejected claims 1-20 as being anticipated by 
Magnusson (U.S. Patent Publication No. 2003/0099282 A1 ). 



Pagel of 3 



Appl. No. 10/595,012 

Attorney Docket No. P17752-US1 

EUS/GJ/P/08-1340 

ARGUMENTS 

First, it is to be remembered that anticipation requires that the disclosure 
of a single piece of prior art reveals every element, or limitation, of a claimed 
invention. Furthermore, the limitations that must be met by an anticipatory 
reference are those set forth in each statement of function in a claims limitation, 
and such a limitation cannot be met by an element in a reference that performs a 
different function, even though it may be part of a device embodying the same 
general overall concept. Whereas Magnusson fails to anticipate each and every 
limitation of claim 1 , that claim is not anticipated thereby. 

Claim 1 recites: 

1 . A method for allocating channel resources in a radio 
communication system, the method comprising: 

receiving a request for allocation of a channel resource; 

allocating a specific channel resource according to a 
predetermined rule which includes considering an estimate of when 
said specific channel resource will be released and estimates of 
when other previously allocated channel resources will be released, 
(emphasis added) 

The Applicants' invention is directed to the efficient allocation of channel 
resources in a radio communication and is characterized by allocating specific 
channel resources based on an estimate of when a specific channel resource will 
be released as well as estimates of when other previously allocated channel 
resources will be released. The Examiner has asserted that Magnusson 
discloses such claim elements. The Examiner's assertion, however, erroneously 
equates "a duration of allocation," as taught by Magnusson, with an "estimate of 
release," as claimed by the Applicant. 

Magnusson discloses a code allocation unit that selects one or more 
codes which have a largest combined weight. The weights can be related to 
duration of allocation, which can be derived based on service type or individual 
user behavior (see paragraphs 57 and 58 of Magnusson). A "duration of 
allocation," however, is different than an estimate of when a resource will be 
released; i.e., a "duration of allocation" is related to a length of time an allocation 
lasts, while an estimate of a time of release is a future point in time when the 
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resource is estimated to be released. Therefore, Magnusson does not anticipate 
the invention as recited in claim 1. Whereas claim 11 recites limitations 
analogous to those of claim 1, it is also not anticipated by Magnusson. 
Furthermore, whereas claims 2-10 and 12-20 are dependent from claims 1 and 
11, respectively, and include the limitations thereof, they are also not anticipated 
by Magnusson. 



In view of the foregoing remarks, the Applicants believe all of the claims 
currently pending in the Application to be patentable over Magnusson. The 
Applicants, therefore, respectfully request that the Panel reverse the Examiner's 
claim rejections. 
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CONCLUSION 



Respectfully submitted, 




By Roger S. Burleigh 
Registration No. 40,542 
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